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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: RCE filed 9/21/2005 to the original 
application filed 10/18/2001 (provisionally filed 2/15/01 as 60/268,981) by Junkermann entitled 
"XML-Based Multi-Format Business Services Design Pattern". 

2. The Office withdraws all previous rejections of the claims in light of the amendment. 

3. The Office has issued new rejections of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), in light of the 
amendment. See the rationale given below. 

4. Claims 21-33 and 41-79 are pending. Claims 21, 41, 51 and 64 are independent. Claims 
1-20 and 34-40 have been canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



6. Claims 21-33 and 41-79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Burkett et al. (US Patent No. 6,635,089, filed Jan. 13, 1999 and issued Oct. 21, 2003, 
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hereafter referred to as "Burkett") in view of Allen (US Patent No. 6,658,625, filed Apr. 14, 
1999 and issued Dec. 2, 2003, hereafter referred to as "Allen"). 



Regarding independent claim 21, Burkett discloses: 



A method of operating a business services application for retrieving data with 
delivery technologies (Abstract), the method comprising: 

developing custom application code ... , the custom application code 
responsive to a request for data initiated by the delivery technologies; (Abstract 
in context of Fig. 2) 

translating the request to a first document object model document ... ; (col. 
3 lines 17-22) 

selectively limiting the data structure of the first document object model 
document ... during the translation; (Fig. 10, col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 

executing the custom application code to retrieve data as a function of the 
first document object model document; (Abstract in context of col. 3 lines 17-22) 

reading data into a second document object model document ... ; (col. 4 
lines 36-38) 

while the data is read in, selectively limiting the data structure of the 
second document object model document ... ; (Fig. 10, col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 
line 24) and 

translating the second document object model document ... as a function of 
the delivery technology, (col. 4 lines 21-50) 



However, Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 



... in a subclass of a BusinessService class, 

translating the request to a first document object model document 

... with a Message class and a Field class ... ; 

. . . , 

... with the ApiService class; 

... with the Message class and the Field class; and 

... with the ApiService class .... 



Allen, though, discloses: 
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... in a subclass of a BusinessService class, ... ; (col. 6 lines 35-61, Fig. 2, 
3 A and 3B) 

translating the request to a first document object model document ... ; (col. 
6 lines 35-61, Fig. 2, 3 A and 3B) 

... with a Message class and a Field class ... ; (col. 6 lines 35-61, Fig. 2, 
3 A and 3B) 

... , 

... with the ApiService class; (col. 6 lines 35-61, Fig. 2, 3 A and 3B) 
... with the Message class and the Field class; (col. 6 lines 35-61, Fig. 2, 
3 A and 3B) and 

... with the ApiService class ... . (col. 6 lines 35-61, Fig. 2, 3A and 3B) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 22, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein selectively limiting the data structure of the first document object 
model comprises setting a plurality of text nodes within the first document object 
model document to a unh of data identified by a tag in the request (col. 4 lines 
21-50) 



Regarding claim 23, which is dependent upon claim 22, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein selectively limiting the data structure of the first document object 
model further comprises limiting the unit of data to a predetermined datatype. 
(col. 15 lines 4-17) 



Regarding claim 24, which is dependent upon claim 23, Burkett further discloses: 
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wherein selectively limiting the data structure of the first document object 
model further comprises limiting the predetermined datatype to a string, (col. 1 5 
lines 4-17) 



Regarding claim 25, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein selectively limiting the data structure of the first document object 
model comprises setting an attribute node within the first document object model 
document to an attribute identified by a request name parameter in the request 
(col. 15 line 19 - col. 16 line 5) 



Regarding claim 26, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

further comprising selecting, as a function of a mode debug flag, one of a 
short field name and a long field name for each of a plurality of fields in the first 
and second document object model documents, (col. 15 line 19 - col. 16 line 5) 

Regarding claim 27, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein translating the request comprises representing an input message 
with the first document object model document (col. 4 lines 21-50) 

Regarding claim 28, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein reading data into a second document object model comprises 
representing an output message with the second document object model 
document (col. 4 lines 21-50) 

Regarding claim 29, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein selectively limiting the data structure of the second document 
object model comprises setting, as a function of a datatype, a plurality of text 
nodes within the second document object model document to data read in to the 
second document object model document (col. 15 lines 4-17) 

Regarding claim 30, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 
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wherein selectively limiting the data structure of the second document 
object model comprises setting, as a Junction of a datatype, an attribute node 
within the second document object model document to all attribute read in to the 
second document object model document with the data. (col. 4 lines 16-50) 

Regarding claim 31, which is dependent upon claim 30, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein the attribute comprises an attribute name and an attribute value 
and selectively limiting the data structure of the second document object model 
further comprises limiting the attribute value to a predetermined datatype, (col. 
121ine36-coL 13 line 32) 

Regarding claim 32, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein translating the second document object model comprises 
translating the second document object model document to extensible markup 
language text (col 4 lines 49-50) 

Regarding claim 33, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein translating the second document object model comprises 
translating the second document object model document to at least one of a 
hypertext markup language and a website meta language as a function of at least 
one extensible stylesheet language stylesheet (col. 1 line 16 - col. 2 line 12, XSL 
being well known in the art) 



Regarding independent claim 41, Burkett discloses: 

A system for leveraging extensible markup language technology to provide an 
interface between a back-end systems layer and a front-end systems layer (Fig. 2), the 
system comprising: 

a server computer; (Fig. 2 #47) 

... class operable within the server computer to direct the translation of a 
request to an input message; (Abstract in context of Fig. 2 and col. 4 lines 16-50) 

a document object model class operable within the server computer to 
represent the input message as a document object model document; (col. 4 lines 
21-50) 
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... class operable within the server computer as wrapper of the document 
object model class to restrict manipulation and standardize the content of the 
document object model document; (Fig. 10 and col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 
and 

... class operable within the server computer to direct the execution of 
custom application code as a function of the input message. (Abstract in context 
of col. 3 lines 17-26) 

However, Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 



anApiService ... ; 
... , 

a Message class and a Field class ... ; and 
a BusinessService .... 



Allen, though, discloses: 



anApiService ... ; (col. 6 lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 3A, 3B) 
... f 

a Message class and a Field class ... ; (col. 6 lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 3 A, 
3B) and 

a BusinessService ... . (col. 6 lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 3 A, 3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 42, which is dependent upon claim 41, Burkett further discloses: 
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wherein the custom application code is operable to process the input 
message to retrieve data, the data translatable with the document object model 
class, the Message class and the Field class to an output message in the form of a 
document object model document with restricted manipulation and standardized 
content (Abstract in context of col. 4 lines 16-50) 

Regarding claim 43, which is dependent upon claim 42, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the ApiService class is operable to direct the conversion of the 
output message to a presentation format defined by the request 

Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the ApiService class is operable to direct the conversion of the 
output message to a presentation format defined by the request (Abstract in 
context of col. 7 lines 50-61) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 44, which is dependent upon claim 41, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein the input message and the output message comprises a root 
element and a plurality of sub-elements, (col. 3 lines 16-42) 
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Regarding claim 45, which is dependent upon claim 41, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

comprising a Fldtypes class operable within the server computer, wherein 
the Fldtypes class comprises definitions of the format of datatypes for fields 
within the input message. 

Allen, though, discloses: 

comprising a Fldtypes class operable within the server computer, wherein 
the Fldtypes class comprises definitions of the format of datatypes for fields 
within the input message. (Abstract and col. 4 lines 28-62) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 46, which is dependent upon claim 41, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the document object model document comprises a plurality of 
field names, the field names selectable with a mode debug flag as one of a first 
field name and a second field name. 

Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the document object model document comprises a plurality of 
field names, the field names selectable with a mode debug flag as one of a first 
field name and a second field name. (Abstract and col. 4 lines 28-62) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 

Regarding claim 47, which is dependent upon claim 46, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the first field name and the second field name are defined in a 
MESSAGEDEFINITION class operable within the server computer. 

Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the first field name and the second field name are defined in a 
MESSAGEDEFINITION class operable within the server computer, (Abstract and 
col. 4 lines 28-62) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 
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Regarding claim 48, which is dependent upon claim 41, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the document object model class comprises a Document class, a 
document object model Element class and a plurality of Processinglnstruction 
classes, the Message class operable as a wrapper of the Document class, the 
document object model Element class and the Processinglnstruction classes. 

Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the document object model class comprises a Document class, a 
document object model Element class and a plurality of Processinglnstruction 
classes, the Message class operable as a wrapper of the Document class, the 
document object model Element class and the Processinglnstruction classes. 
(Abstract and Fig. 2, 3 A, 3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 49, which is dependent upon claim 41, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the document object model class comprises a document object 
model set Attribute method, Field class operable as a wrapper of the document 
object model set Attribute method. 



Allen, though, discloses: 
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wherein the document object model class comprises a document object 
model set Attribute method, Field class operable as a wrapper of the document 
object model setAttribute method. (Abstract and Fig. 2, 3 A, 3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 50, which is dependent upon claim 41, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the BusinessService class comprises a subclass of custom 
application code responsive to the request 

Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the BusinessService class comprises a subclass of custom 
application code responsive to the request (Abstract and Fig. 2, 3 A, 3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 
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Regarding independent claim 51, Burkett discloses: 



A method of leveraging extensible markup language technology to interface a 
front-end systems layer and a back-end systems layer (Fig. 2), the method comprising: 
receiving one of a plurality of predetermined requests initiated with any 
one of a plurality of delivery technologies; (Abstract and Fig. 2 in context of col. 
3 lines 17-26) 

converting the request to a plurality of fields based on request parameters 
included in the request; (Abstract in context of col 3 lines 17-26) 

limiting a datatype of data included in the fields to a predefined group of 
datatypes; (Fig. 10 and col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 

... ; and 



However, Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 



extracting the request parameters based on the datatype; and 
accessing data responsive to the request based on the extracted request 
parameters. 



Allen, though, discloses: 



extracting the request parameters based on the datatype; (Abstract and 
col. 13 lines 27-67) and 

accessing data responsive to the request based on the extracted request 
parameters. (Abstract and col. 13 lines 27-67) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
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convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 

Regarding claim 52, which is dependent upon claim 51, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein the datatype of data included in the fields is predefined by the 
request (col. 4 lines 21-64) 

Regarding claim 53, which is dependent upon claim 51, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the datatype of data included in the fileds is loaded from a static 
declaration of the datatype included in a MESSAGEDEFINITION class. 

Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the datatype of data included in the fileds is loaded from a static 
declaration of the datatype included in a MESSAGEDEFINITION class. (Abstract 
and Fig. 2, 3 A, 3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 54, which is dependent upon claim 51, Burkett further discloses: 
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wherein converting the request comprises translating the request to XML 
structure that is limited to the predefined group of datatypes, (col. 3 lines 59-67 
and col. 15 lines 4-67) 

Regarding claim 55, which is dependent upon claim 51, Burkett further discloses: 

converting the data responsive to the request into a plurality of fields with 
a data type that is limited to the predefined group of datatypes based on the 
request parameters, and translating the fields into a format indicated by the 
request to be compatible with the one of the delivery technologies that made the 
request. (Abstract, Fig. 2 and col. 4 lines 21-64) 

Regarding claim 56, which is dependent upon claim 51, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein converting the request comprises translating the request into a 
document object model document having a predefined name that is included in the 
request and a plurality of tags having attributes indicative of a corresponding 
datatype, (col. 4 lines 21-64) 

Regarding claim 57, which is dependent upon claim 56, Burkett further discloses: 

translating the data responsive to the request into another document 
object model document to represent an output message with datatypes that are 
limited to the group of predefined datatypes, and converting the another 
document object model into a format indicated by the request to be compatible 
with the one of the delivery technologies that made the request (Abstract and col. 
4 lines 21-64) 

Regarding claim 58, which is dependent upon claim 51, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein limiting the datatype comprises limiting the data to 
representation as one of integer, Boolean, string and group, (col. 1 5 lines 4-67) 

Regarding claim 59, which is dependent upon claim 51, Burkett further discloses: 

generating a structure for a response to the request in XML that includes 
the data responsive to the request, wherein in the response, the data responsive to 
the request is limited to the predefined group of datatypes, (col. 15 lines 4-67) 
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Regarding claim 60, which is dependent upon claim 51, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein accessing data .responsive to the request comprises limiting the 
data responsive to the request that is retrieved to representation as one of integer, 
long, Boolean, string and group, (col. 15 lines 4-67) 

Regarding claim 61, which is dependent upon claim 51, Burkett further discloses: 

converting the data responsive to the request to a plurality of fields based 
on a datatype of the data responsive to the request; (Abstract and col. 15 line 4 - 
col. 16 line 4) 

limiting the datatype of the data responsive to the request included in the 
fields to one of a predefined group of datatypes; (col. 15 line 4 - col. 16 line 4) 
and 

providing the data responsive to the request as a response, (col. 4 lines 

16-24) 



Regarding claim 62, which is dependent upon claim 51, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein extracting the request parameters comprises executing custom 
application code that is responsive to a request name included in the request 
(col. 4 lines 16-24) 

Regarding claim 63, which is dependent upon claim 62, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein executing custom application code comprises setting the root 
element to a message name as a function of the request name parameter, (col 4 
lines 16-24) 



Regarding independent claim 64, Burkett discloses: 



An e-commerce architecture for providing a framework to interface delivery 
technologies with data (Abstract and Fig. 2), the e-commerce architecture comprising: 
a server computer operable to execute instructions to convert a request to 
a first document object model document in an extensible markup language, the 
first document object model document comprising a plurality of request 
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parameters extracted from the request; (Abstract and Fig. 2 in context of col. 4 
lines 16-64) 

the server computer operable to execute instructions to restrict the 
conversion to the first document object model document to standardize the 
content and limit a manipulative capability of the extensible markup language 
(Abstract, Fig. 2 and Fig. 10 in context of col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 

the server computer operable to execute instructions to retrieve data 
responsive to the request and convert the data to a second document object model 
document in the extensible markup language based on the request parameters; 
(Abstract and Fig. 2 in context of col. 4 lines 16-64) and 

the server computer operable to execute instructions to restrict the 
conversion of the data to the second document object model document to similarly 
standardize the content and limit the manipulative capability of the extensible 
markup language ... . (Abstract, Fig. 2 and Fig. 10 in context of col. 4 lines 16-64 
and col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 

However, Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 



... within a document object model class; 
... ; and 

... within the document object model class. 
Allen, though, discloses: 



... within a document object model class; (col. 6 lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 
3A, 3B) 

... ; and 

... within the document object model class, (col. 6 lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 
3 A, 3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
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convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 65, which is dependent upon claim 64, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein tile instructions to restrict the conversion of the first and second 
document object model documents further comprise instructions executable by the 
server computer to identify the first and second document object model documents 
with a predefined name included in the request (Abstract, Fig. 2 and Fig. 10 in 
context of col. 4 lines 16-64 and col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 

Regarding claim 66, which is dependent upon claim 64, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein the instructions to restrict the conversion of the first and second 
document object model documents further comprise instructions executable by the 
server computer to create a plurality of element nodes and populate a plurality of 
corresponding text nodes with the respective request parameters and the 
respective data. (col. 15 line 4 - col. 16 line 4) 

Regarding claim 67, which is dependent upon claim 66, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein the instructions to restrict the conversion of the first and second 
document object model documents further comprise instructions executable by the 
server computer to define a datatype of each of the text nodes from among a 
predefined group of datatypes, (col. 15 line 4 - col. 16 line 4) 



Regarding claim 68, which is dependent upon claim 64, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the instructions to restrict the conversion comprises a Message 
class operable as a wrapper of a plurality of classes within the document object 
model class that include a document class and a document object model element 
class. 
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Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the instructions to restrict the conversion comprises a Message 
class operable as a wrapper of a plurality of classes within the document object 
model class that include a document class and a document object model element 
class, (col. 6 lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 3 A, 3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 

Regarding claim 69, which is dependent upon claim 64, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the instructions to restrict the conversion comprises a Field class 
operable: as a wrapper of a document object model setAttribute method in a 
document object model element class. 

Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the instructions to restrict the conversion comprises a Field class 
operable: as a wrapper of a document object model setAttribute method in a 
document object model element class, (col. 6 lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 3 A, 3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
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convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 70, which is dependent upon claim 64, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein the instructions to retrieve data responsive to the request are 
identified with a request name that is included in the request (Abstract, Fig. 2 and 
Fig. 10 in context of col. 4 lines 16-64 and col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 

Regarding claim 71, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein selectively limiting the data structure of the first document object 
model comprises standardizing the format of the document object model to be 
substantially similar for a similar request received from any one of the delivery 
technologies. (Abstract, Fig. 2 and Fig. 10 in context of col. 4 lines 16-64 and col. 
16 line 60 -col. 17 line 24) 

Regarding claim 72, which is dependent upon claim 71, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein selectively limiting the data structure of the second document 
object model comprises standardizing the format of the second document object 
model to be compatible with any one of the: delivery technologies. (Abstract, Fig. 
2 and Fig. 10 in context of col. 4 lines 16-64 and col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 

Regarding claim 73, which is dependent upon claim 72, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein executing the custom application code comprises executing the 
same custom application code for a similar request from any one of the delivery 
technologies to provide a response. (Abstract, Fig. 2 and Fig. 10 in context of col. 
4 lines 16-64 and col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 

Regarding claim 74, which is dependent upon claim 21, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein executing the custom application code comprises executing the 
same custom application code for a similar request from any one of the delivery 
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technologies, (Abstract, Fig. 2 and Fig. 10 in context of col. 4 lines 16-64 and col. 
16 line 60 -col. 17 line 24) 

Regarding claim 75, which is dependent upon claim 74, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein while the data is read in, selectively limiting the data structure of 
the second document object model document comprises similarly limiting the 
second document object model in response to similar requests from any of the 
delivery technologies. (Abstract, Fig. 2 and Fig. 10 in context of col. 4 lines 16-64 
and col. 16 line 60 - col. 17 line 24) 



Regarding claim 76, which is dependent upon claim 41, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the Message class and the Field class arc operable during 
representation of the input message as the document object model document to 
restrict manipulation of the document object model document 

Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the Message class and the Field class arc operable during 
representation of the input message as the document object model document to 
restrict manipulation of the document object model document (Abstract, col. 6 
lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 3 A, 3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 
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Regarding claim 77, which is dependent upon claim 41, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the Message class is operable to restrict creation of, the element 
nodes and population of the corresponding text nodes and the Field class is 
operable to restrict the data types of text and attribute nodes included in the first 
document object model document 

Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the Message class is operable to restrict creation of the element 
nodes and population of the corresponding text nodes and the Field class is 
operable to restrict the data types of text and attribute nodes included in the first 
document object model document (Abstract, col 6 lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 3 A, 
3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 78, which is dependent upon claim 41, 

Burkett does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein the Message class and the Field class are operable to limit a 
datatype of fields included in the document object model document to a 
predetermined group of datatypes. 
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Allen, though, discloses: 

wherein the Message class and the Field class are operable to limit a 
datatype of fields included in the document object model document to a 
predetermined group of datatypes. (Abstract, col. 6 lines 35-61 and Fig. 2, 3 A, 
3B) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Allen for the benefit of Burkett, because to do so would have allowed a 
system designer to implement a data converter that uses the data description to determine how to 
convert the data, as taught by Allen in the Abstract. These references were all applicable to the 
same field of endeavor, i.e., use of tree processing techniques for data conversion. 



Regarding claim 79, which is dependent upon claim 78, Burkett further discloses: 

wherein the predetermined group of datatypes are selected from the group 
consisting of integer, long, Boolean, string and group, (col. 15 lines 4-67) 



Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. It is noted 
that Applicant's amendments have changed the scope of the claims. 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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